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355 W. North Temple'3 Triod Center. Suite 350. Sott Loke City. UT 841s0-1203 . gO1-S38-5340

January  29 ,  L986

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P 00t 720 8L7

Mr .  CharLes  Gent
Genwa1 CoaI  Company
P.  0 .  Box  120 I
Hunt ing ton ,  U tah  84527

Dear  Mr .  Gen t :

RE:  F ina l i zed  Assqssments  fo r  s ta te  V io ra t ion No.  I  s  N84 -2 -2O-6
N84 -4 - t  4 -1
NEru:-.ffi,n
The c iv i l  pena l t i es  fo r  the  above  re fe renced  v io la t ions  have

been  f ina l i zed .  These  assessments  have  been  f ina l i zed  as  a  resuL t
o f  a  rev iew o f  a l l  pe r t inen t  da ta  and  fac ts  wh ich  were  no t  ava i lab le
on  the  da te  o f  t .he  p roposed  assessments ,  due  t ; - fn " - ieng th  o f  the
aba tementper iod .  ,  , ,

Wi th in  f i f t een  ( f f )  days  o f  your  rece ip t  o f  th i s  le t te r r  you  o r
IguT agen t  may  make  a  wr i t ten  appea l  to  the  Board  o f  o i r r -e i . ' i no - '
M in ing :  To  c lo  so r  you  mus t  have  esc rowed the  assessed  c iv i lpena l t i es  w i th  the  D iv i s ion  w i th in  a  max imum o f  70  Oays  o f  i ece ip t
o f th i s1e t te r ,bu t ina11caSeSpr io r to theBoardH6ar ing .
Fa i lu re  to  compry  w i th  th i s  requ i rement  r i i r - " " iu i i  i n  a  wa ive r  o fyour  r igh t  o f  fu r the r  recourse

' ' I f  
no  t ime ly  appea l  i s  made,  these  assessed  c iv i l  pena l t i es  mus t

be  tendered  w i th in  lh i r t y  ( j0 )  i t ays  o f  your  rece ip t  o , f  th i s  le t te r .
P1ease  remi t layment  to  the  D iv i s ion  and  ma i l  % Jan  Brown a t  the
adoress .

Thank  you  fo r  your  coopera t ion

re

li'l,,.ii

cc :Donna Gr i f f i n ,  OSM A lbuquerque  F ie ld  0 f f i ce
B.  Rober ts ,  A t to rney  Genera ls  0 f f i ce
9099Q

Cons tance  K .  Lundberg
Assessment  Con fe rence  0 f f i ce r



I{ORKSI-IEET FOR FINAL ASSESSI,ENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISI0N 0F 0IL, GAS AND I,INING

CO}PANY/}4INE Genwal/Crandall Canyon

PERMIT # ACT/OL5/O'Z

Nature of violation:

Proposed
Assessment

Nov # N84-4-20-6

VIO.ATION

Failure to protect topsoil from water
erosion and contaminants.

OF

FinaI
Assessment

(f) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of Occurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(t) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

20

Submit Draft MRIP
Submit Final MFIP May l, 1986
Achieve approval of Final MRIP with all necessary
plans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

v v l  1 9 9 g r  l g v  I \ .  b v r  r v v v l v

Assessment Conference 0fficer

20

ov07

0808

I8I8

4949TOTAL

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE 960
t. Narrative:

There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the N0Vts or the
assessnents. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than assessing fines. It appears
that the law will not allow that alternative. I recognize that these
penalties are large for the environmental consequences of the actions in
question but the record contains no basis for reducing the fines. Genwal ls
presently seeking an approved t'4RP. If it completes its submissions and
securesapprova1o f theMRFontheschedu1e i thasagreed to (seebe Iow) I
would recommend that the Boaro reduce the fines by L/2 because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalrs history I would
reconrnend that the Board take no action until- construction is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

December 20, 1985
February I, 1985

.L:ne 1, 1985
July 31, L986

Assessment Date
0r0eQ .

I-28-86



WORKSIIEET FOR FINAL ASSESSI.€NT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISToN 0F oIL, cAs AND t4ININc

COI,PANY/MINE Genwal/Crqlrdall Canyon NOV # NB4-4-ZO-6

PERMIT # ACr/Ot5/O32 VIO.ATION OF

Nature of violation: Failure to maintain appropriate sediment
controL measures

Proposed
Assessment

Final
Assessment

(1) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforeement
' 

(r) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL

t. Nauative: .-
T0TAL ASSESSED FrNE $ 1,380

' There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the N0Vts or the
assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a rvay
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than asse'ssinj fin6s. It appearl
that the law will not alIow'that alternative. I recogniz6 tnat these
penalties are large for the environmental consequencei of tfre actions in
question but the record contains no basis for reducing the fines. Genwa} is
presently seeking and approved l"lRP. If it completes its submissions and
secures approval of the MRP on the schedule it'has agreed to (see below) I
woul-d recormend that the Board reduce the fines Oy I7Z because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of'the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalrs history I would
recormend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

2020

LVLV

T2 L2

I515

6060

December 20, 1985
February 1, 1986

.Ine 1, 1985
July 3I, 1986

Submit Draft MRP
Submit Final- MRF l'lay 1, ]986
Achieve approval of Final MRrP with all necessary
p1ans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

Assessment Date
0109Q : : ::

. t J r y v v w l \ .  I  v .

tance K. Lundberg
Assessment Conference OfficerL-28-86



WORKSI-IEET FOR FINAL ASSESSI-IENT 0F PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0!,PANY/|4INE Genwal/Crandall Canyon Nov # N84-4-20-5

PER!{IT tt ACT /OI5/O32 VIOLATION OF

Nature of violation: Failure to with the terms and
o

Proposed
Assessment

Final
Assessment

(f) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hi.ndrance to Enforcement

(r) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

18

TOTAL

rorAL ASSESSED FrNE $-!J99-
7. Narrative:

There yras no challenge 1n the record to the legitimacy of the N0Vfs or the
assessments. Efforts weie made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than assessing fines. It appears
that the law will not allow that alternative. I recognize that these
penalties are large for the envi.ronmental consequences of the actions j-n
(uestion but the iecord contains no basis for reducing the fines. Genwal is
presently seeking an approved MRF. If it completes its submissions and
secures approval-of thb'MRF on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I
would recoimend that the Board reduce the fines by L/2 because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of the operation and the
seiiousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalrs history I would
recommend that the Board take no acti6n until construction is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

2020

L7 L7

I8

5555

December 24, L985
February I, 1986

Jtrne 1, 1986
JuIy )1, I9B5

Submit Draft MRP
Submit Final MFIP May 1' 1985
Achieve approval of Final MFF with all necessary
plans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

Assessment
0109Q

- - - \ ^ t A

*)u-*(- )*!;.--
-hl
\ Assessment Conference OfficerDate 1-28-86



VJORKSI-IEET FOR FINAL ASSESS},ENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISICb,| 0F oIL, GAS AND MINING

COI"PANY/MINE Genwal/Crandall Canyon Nov # N84-4-20-6

PERMIT II ACT /OL5/O32 VICI-ATION

Nature of violation:

OF

(1) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of Occurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(l) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL

Froposed
Assessment

20

-12

Final
Assessment

20

-L2

46

20 20

Failure to conduct water monitor
with the monitor

r l r '  '  ' i i

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE 840
t. Narrative:

There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the N0Vts or the
assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than assessing fines. It appears
that the law wlll not allow that alternative. I recognize that these
penalties are large for the environmental consequences of the actions in
question but the record contains no basis for reducing the flnes. Genwal is
presently seeking an approved MRP. If it completes its submissions and
secures approval of the MRF on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I
would recormend that the Board reduce the fines by I/2 because of the
magnituoe of the fines in relation to the size of the operatlon and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalrs history I would
recormend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

December 20, 1985
February I, 1986

.fune 1, 1986
JuIy 31, L986

Submit Draft MRP
Submit Final MF|P May L, L986
Achieve approval of Final MRF with all necessary
plans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

Assessment
01oeQ

Constance K.
Assessment Conference 0fficerDate L-28-86



IIJ0RKS|IEET FoR FINAL ASSESST€NT 0F PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISIoN 0F orL, cAS AND MINING

COI,PANY/MINE Genwal/Crandall Canyon NOV # NB4-4-20-6

PERMIT II ACT /OL5/O32 VIO-ATI0tl

Nature of violation: Failure to control noncoal waste to ensure
that runo

OF

Proposed
Assessment

Final
Assessment

(1) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) ProbabiLity of Occurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement
' (:) Negrigence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL

,. Narrative: --

December 20, L985
February I, 1985

&ne 1, 1986
July 31, 1986

Assessment Date
0109Q

1-28-86

92

Submit Draft MRP
Submit FinaL t'tRlP May I, 1986
Achieve approval of Final MRP with all necessary
plans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

2020

2020

2424

28 28

92

T0TAL ASSESSED FrNE $_:1999__

' There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the NOV's or the
assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than asselsing' finis. It appears
that the law will not allow that alternative. I recognize that these :.
penalties are large for the envi-ronmental consequences of the actions in
question but the record contains no basi.s for reducing the fines. Genwal is

, presently seeking an approved MRF. If it completes its submissions and
secures approval of the MRF on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I'would recorunend that the Board reduce the fines Oy t72 because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of-the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalfs hlstory I would
recormencj that the Board take no action until construetion is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

Cons K. Lundberg
Assessment Conference 0fficer

: . , {  ,  -  . . : ,  ! a : -  + ' i



o
I{ORKSIiEET FOR FINAL ASSESSI,€NT OF PENALTIES

UTAH DIVIST0N 0F 0rL, cAs AND t4INrNG

COFPANY/I,IINE Genwal/Crandall Canyon Nov # N84-4-14-1

PERMIT 1I ACT /OL5/O32 VICI.ATION OF

Nature of violation: Pond not built

Proposed
Assessment

fications, because of
rate correct

Final
Assessment

(I) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness '

(a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(3) Negligence

(4) Good Faith :

20

20

2V

Submit Draft MRP
Submit Final MRF May t, 1986
Achieve approval of Final MRF with all necessary
plans.
Begin constructj.on
Finish construction

20

2t

20

10l0

737tTOTAL
' , ]

I i

, i, ,,',. - 
' TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $Jr72O_ ,. 

1,.'',,,. ,

t. Narrative: , ' , ' : , ' ;
,' There was no_challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the N0Vts or the ,:assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, a[ my request, to find a way ,,...
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than asseisingj fin6s. rt appeai's .",,
that_the law wiLl not allow that alternatlve. I recqnizE that these
penalties are large for the environmental consequencei of the actions in 

'' ','
question but the record contains no basis for reducing the fines. Genwal ls
presently seeking an approved MRF. If it completes i[s suHnissions and
.secures approval-of thb'MFF on the schedule it has agreeO to tiee Oeiowl I
would reconrnend that the Board reduce the fines ny L7Z because of the
magnitude of the fines in reLation to the size of the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalts history I would' recormendthat theBoard takenoact ionunt i1cons t ruc t ion1scompte teo

Compliance Schedule:

December 20, L9B5
February t, l9B5

&ne 1, 1985
July 3I, 1986

i l . . r t
1 l . . r i

+"Assesgnent Date L-28-8d



WORKSI-IEET FOR FINAL ASSESS}.ENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0I,PANY/MINE Genwal/Crandall Canyon Nov # N85-4-5-2

PERMIT # ACT/OL5/O72 VIO-ATION

Nature of violation:

Proposed
Assessment

Potential public health hazard existed due to
the lack of adequate sewage facilities

OF

Final
Assessment

(1) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of Occurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(3) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

20

Submit Draft MRP
Submit Final MFP May 1, ]986
Achieve approval of Final MRIP with all necessary
p1ans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

20

12L2

1818

5959TOTAL

3. Narrative
ToTAL ASSESSED FINE $_1140__

There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the NOVts or the
assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than asse-ssing fin6s. It appear3
that the law wilL not allow that aLternative. I recognize that these
penalties are large for the envirorunental consequencei of the actions in
question but the record contai.ns no basis for reducing the fines. Genwal is
presently seeking an approved MRP. If it completes its submissions and
secures approval of the MRP on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I
would reconmend that the Board reduce the fines by LIZ because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalr s history I would
recormend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

December 20, L9B5
February I, L986.

.fune 1, 1985
July 31, L9B6

Assessment Date

0109Q .,.;.,.";.,,,,,,..:

Constance K. Lundberg
I-28-86

1o^[ Uonstance K. Lundberg
q 

' 
Assessment Conference Officer



}{ORKSI-IEET FOR FINAL ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISIoN 0F oIL, GAS AND I4INING

COIPAh,IYIMINE Genval/Crandall Canyon NOV # NB5-4-5-2

PERMIT Ii ACT /OL5/O32 VIO-ATION

Nature of violation: Failure to mine in accordance with an

Proposed
Assessment

FinaL
Assessment

History/Prev. Vio.

Seriousness

(a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

ToTAL ASSESSED FINE $__r,940 
'.

' There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the N0Vts or the ,,i,','i.
assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, a[ my request, to find a way , .
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than asseisind fin6s. It appeari 

',.:..,
that the law wil l not alLow'that alternative. I recognizE tnat these : : ' ..:,;.:
penalties are large for the environmental consequeneei of the 

".iioni 
in "question but the iecord contains no basis for reduci.ng the fines.--C"ni"r ir ,',t'

presently seeking an approved MRP. ,If i t completes i[s submissions and i..,.,:,,r;,,,..
secures approval of the MRF on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I ' ,''iwould teconrnend that the Board reduce the fines by t7z because oi tnu- 

' - :
magn i tudeo f the f ines in re Ia t ion to thes izeo f theopera t ionand the
ser i .ousnesso f theo f fenses .However ,becauseo fGenwaI ' sh is to ry Iwou1d
recommend that the Board take no acti6n untit construction is co*il"ted

Compliance Schedule:

OF

20(1 )

(2 )

20

15 15

1010

2222

6767

(7) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL

3. Narrative: -

December 20, 1985
February 1, 1996

&ne 1, 1986
July 31, ]986

Submit Draft MRP
Suhnit Final MRIP May l, L986.
Achieve approval of Final MRP with all necessary
plans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

1-!,ti

Assesgnent Date
, 0109Q ,.,,,,::,.;. '

- t i ; - . - i . : - . , , , r : i  :  J . - . ; .  . . r . : : , ; l g l . ! r . , . . r .

K. Lundberg
Conference OfficerI-28-86 Assessment



}IORKSIiEET FOR FINAL ASSESS},€NT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COI,PANY/I4INE Genwal/Crandall Canyon NOV # N85-4-5-1

PERMIT # ACT /OL5/O32 VICI.ATION

Nature of violation:

Proposed
Assessment

Final
Assessment

(1) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(3) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL

3. Nanative:
There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the N0V's or the

assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than assessing fines. It appears
that the law will not allow that alternative. I recognize that these
penalties are large for the environmental consequences of the actions in
question but the record contains no basi.s for reducing the fines. Genwal is
presently seeking an approved MRF. If it completes its submissions and
secures approval of the MRF on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I
would recormend that the Board reduce the fines by L/2 because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalts history I would
recormend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

OF

2020

1Bl8

December 20, 1985
February f, 1986

46 46

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE 840

Submit Draft MRP
Submit Final MRP May I, 1986
Achieve approval of Final MRF witti all necessary
plans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

June
July

Assessment
0109Q

1986
L986

I ,
2L,

Failure to conduct surface water monitor

Assessment Conference Officerl-28-85



IIORKSI-IEET FOR FINAL ASSESSI,ENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0IPANY/MINE Genwal/Cranda1l Canyon NOV # NB5-4-7-2

PERFTTT

Nature

* ACT /Ol5/O32 VIO-ATION

Proposed
Assessment

of violation: firilure to conduct mining activities with the terms

OF

2020

15T5

1616

515l

FinaI
Assessment

:.:|.
. i j r
, ' i i

(f) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(3) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL

3. Narrative:
T0rAL AssEssED FINE $_lg9__

' There vlas no challenge in the record to the legitlmacy of the NOVts or the
assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a tvay
for GenwaL to work off the penalties rather than assessing fines. It appears
that the law will not allow that alternative. I recoEnize that these '
penalties are large for the environmental consequences of the actions in
question tlut the record contains no basis for redueing the fines. Genwal is
p resen t1yseek inganapp IovedMRP. I f i t comp}e tes i t ssubmiss ionsand
secures approval of the MRF on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I ,
would reconmend that the Board reduce the fines by L/2 because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of the operation and the
serj-ousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalr s history I would
reconmend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

Cornpliance Schedule:

; ' .; i ' ;

December 20, 1985
February I, l9B5

.Ine 1, 1986
July 31, 1986

Submit Draft MRP
Submit Final MFIP May l, 1986
Achieve approval of Final MRP with all necessary
plans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

Assesgnent
0l0eQ

. LUnOOerg
Assessment Conference OfficerDate L-28-86



hIORKSI-IEET FOR FINAL ASSESSI,€NT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COI"PANY/MINE Genwal/Crandall Canyon NOV tr N85-4-7-2

PERMIT II ACT /OL5/O72 VIO-ATION

Nature of violation:

Proposed
Assessment

(1) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

. (a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(3) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL

3. Narrative. -

OF

Final
Assessment

T3

Submit Draft MRF
Submit FinaL MFF May 1, 1986
Achieve approval of Final MFF with all necessary
plans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

20 20

T'

L7 17

T212

6262

TorAL AssEssED FrNE $!29_

There rvas no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the NOVrs or the
assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than assessing fines. It appears
that the law will not allow that alternative. I recognize that these
penalties are large for the envj-ronmental consequences of the actions in
question but the record contains no basis for reducing the fines. Genwal is
presently seeking an approved MFIP. If it completes its submissions and
secures approval of the MFF on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I
would recommend that the Board reduce the fines by L/2 because of the
magnitude of the fines in rel-ation to the size of the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalr s history I would
recommend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

Compliance Sclrcdule:

December 20, I9B5
February L, 1986

.fune 1, 1986
JuIy 31, L986

Assesgnent Date
0109Q

Failure to mine in accordance with a

I-28-86
r.-r;-Constance K. Lundberg-{ - 

Assessment Conference 0fficer
v



I{ORKSIiEET FOR FINAL ASSESSI.,ENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISIoN 0F oIL, GAS AND I"INING

CO|,PANY/MINE Genwal/CrandaLl Canyon

PERMIT

Nature

# ACT/OL5/O72

Nov # N85-4-9-1

VIO-ATION

Failure to mine in accordance with an
aooroved oermit.

OF

of violation:

Proposed
Assessment

FinaI
Assessment

(1) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(7) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL

-3

Submit Draft MRP
Submit Final MFF May L, L986
Achieve approval of Final MRF with all necessary
plans.
Begin constructi.on
Finish construction

2020

15t5

L212

2t2I

-7

65 65

3. Na*ative | ,.' ,' . 
TorAL AssEssED F'NE $-1J99 

.
There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the NOVts or the

assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwa1 to work off the penalties rather than assessing fines. It appears
that the law will not al-low that alternative. I recognize that these
penalties are large for the envirorrnental consequences of the actions in
question but the record contains no basis for reducing the fines. Genwal is
presently seeking an approved MRF. If it completes its submissions and
secures approval-of the'MRF on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I
would reconrnend that the Board reduce the fines by L/2 because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalrs history I would
recormend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

December 20, 1985
February 1, 1985

.Xrne I, 1986
JuIy 3I, 1985

Assessment
OIO9Q

Date 1-28-86 Assessment Conference 0fficer



}{ORKSIiEET FOR FINAL ASSESSIVIENT 0F PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISIoN 0F 0IL, GAS AND |4INING

COtPANY/l"ttNE Genwal/CrandaLl Canyon NOV /f N85-4-12-l

PERMIT # ACT/OL5/OVA VIq-ATION OF

Nature of violation:

Proposed
Assessment

FinaI
Assessment

(I) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seri.ousness

(a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(3) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL

December 20, 1985
February 1, 1986

.fune 1, 1986
JuIy 31, L986

-7

Submit Draft MRP
Submit Final MRF May 1, 1986
Achieve approval of Final MRIP with all necessary
p1ans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

2020

nu
I8I8

L4L4

-7

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE
V. Nanative:

There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the N0Vrs or the
assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than assessing fines. It appears
that the law will not al-low that alternative. I recognize that these
penalties are large for the environmental consequences of the actions in
question but the record contains no basis for reducing the fines. Genwal is
presently seeking an approved MRP. If it completes its submissions and
secures approval of the MRP on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I
would recommend that the Board reduce the fines by L/2 because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of-the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalrs history I would
recormend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

56

Assessment Date
0109Q :,:::.:i...

Dlsturbed area

----- . --_ -  ---) \ .  \

^ .r'\n-^.^^ +?. k*-0t*-
<+f Constance K. Lundberg

\ Assessment Conference.0fficer
, . " . t : . ; : a : " : r : " ; .  ,  , ; . . i i : , , . . t , . , . r r . : 1 . .  i  ,  , : , . .

L-28-86



WORKSI-IEET FOR FINAL ASSESS},ENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0IPANY/}4INE Genwal/Crandal_l Canyon Nov # N85-4-12-l

PERMIT # ACT/OT5/O'2 VIO.ATION

Nature of violation:

Proposed
Assessment

OF

2020

02a2

0202

I818

3737

Final
Assessment

(f) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of Occurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(t) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

TOTAL
' '

7. Narrativea "
There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the NOVts or the

assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, a[ my request, to find a v{ay
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than asselsinj fin6s. It appears
that the law will not allow that alternative. I recognize tnat these
penalties are large for the environmental eonsequences of tfre actions in
question but the record contains no basis for reducing the fines. Genwal is
presently seeking an approved MRF. ,If it completes ils submissions and
secures approval of the MRF on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I
rould recommend that the Board reduce the fines by L/2 because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of- the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalrs history I would
recommend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

Compliance Schedule:

-5 - 5

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE 540

Submit Draft MRF
Submit Final MFIP May I, 1986
Achieve approval of Final MRF with all necessary
plans.
Begin construction
Finish construction

December 2A, L985
February I, 1986

.lrne 1, 1985
July 31, 1986

Assessment
OIO9Q

Date L-28-86 Assessment Conference Officer



|IORKSIiEET FOR FINAL ASSESS},ENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISI0N 0F oIL, GAS AND MINING

CO},PANY/MINE Genwal/Crandall Canyon Nov # N85-4-L2-7

PERMIT II ACT /gL5/O'2 VIO-ATION OF

Nature of violation: Greater than 1000 square feet has been
contamlnated by the spill of oil and gas.

Proposed
Assessment

Final
Assessment

(1) History/Prev. Vio.

(2) Seri.ousness

(a) Probability of 0ccurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(3) Negligence

(4) Good Faith

L6

25

Submit Draft MRP
Subrnit Final MF,P May 1, 1986
Achieve approval of Final- MRIP with all necessary
p1ans,
Begin construction
Finish construction

20 20

I6

L9L9

25

TOTAL

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ A,ffi
t. Nanative:

There was no challenge in the record to the legitimacy of the N0V's or the
assessments. Efforts were made by the Division, at my request, to find a way
for Genwal to work off the penalties rather than assessing fines. It appears
that the law wilL not allow that alternative. I recognize that these
penalti.es are large for the environmental consequences of the actions in
question but the record contains no basis for reducing the fi.nes. Genwal is
presently seeking an approved MFF. If it corpletes its submissions and
secuxes approval of the MRP on the schedule it has agreed to (see below) I
would recormend that the Board reduce the fines by Llz because of the
magnitude of the fines in relation to the size of the operation and the
seriousness of the offenses. However, because of Genwalrs history I would
recormend that the Board take no action until construction is completed.

8080

Compliance Schedule:

December 20, 1985
February l, 1986

.Ine I, 1985
July 31, 1986

Assessment Date
0109Q .. _,,,,,,. ,,

rg
Assessment Conference 0fficer1-28-85
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